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As someone who is concerned about increased taxes and telephone fees, 1 oppose Federal
Communications Commission (FCC) Chairman Kevin J. Martin's plans to change the
way monies are collected for the Universal Service Fund.

Chairman Martin is proposing a change in the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection
methodology from a "pay-for-what-you-use" system to a "monthly flat-fee." The flat-fee
system would result in forced phone bill hikes for me -- and for millions of low-volume,
long-distance users in the U.S. Shifting the funding burden of the USF away from high
volume users -- like big businesses -- and placing the weight on low-volume users --
students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens and low-income residential and rural
consumers-- is unfair. Iurge Chairman Martin to rethink his flat-fee plan. It is a de-facto
tax increase of as much as $707 million for 43 million of low-volume, long-distance
users in the U.S.

Please pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know that your
constituents have contacted you to oppose 2 USF numbers or flat-fee plan. Thank you for
your continued work. I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Cheryl Venuto
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7927 Orchid St. NW , Washington, District of Columbda 20012-1133

April 04, 2006
Delegate Eleanor Norton DOCKET FILE COPY ORIGINAL
1J.S. House of Representatives
2136 Rayburn House Office Bldg.
Washington, DC 20515-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Delegate Norton:

As someone who is concerned about increased taxes and telephone fees, I oppose Federal
Communications Commission (FCC) Chairman Kevin J. Martin's plans to change the way monies
are collected for the Universal Service Fund.

Chairman Martin is proposing a change in the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection
methodology from a "pay-for-what-you-use" system to a "monthly flat-fee.” The flat-fee system
would result in forced phone bill hikes for me -- and for millions of low-volume, long-distance
users in the U.S. Shifting the funding burden of the USF away from high volume users -- like big
businesses -- and placing the weight on low-volume users -- students, prepaid wireless users,
senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers-- is unfair. I urge Chairman
Martin to rethink his flat-fee plan. It is a de-facto tax increase of as much as $707 million for 43
million of low-volume, long-distance users in the U.S.

Please pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know that your constituents
have contacted you to oppose a USF numbers or flat-fee plan. Thank you for your continued work.
I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.
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LaVerne Lanker
PO Box 191 35781 Hibbeln Road, Ontonagon, Michigan 49953-0191

April 06, 2006 11:57 AM

FCC

Chairman Kevin J Martin
445 12th St SW,
Washington, DC, 20554

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Levin:

As someone who is concerned about increased taxes and telephone fees, I oppose Federal
Communications Commission (FCC) Chairman Kevin J. Martin's plans to change the way
monies are collected for the Universal Service Fund.

Chairman Martin is proposing a change in the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection
methodology from a "pay-for-what-you-use" system to a "monthly flat-fee." The flat-fee system
would result in forced phone bill hikes for me -- and for millions of low-volume, long-distance
users in the U.S. Shifting the funding burden of the USF away from high volume users -- like
big businesses -- and placing the weight on low-volume users -- students, prepaid wireless users,
senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers-- is unfair. I urge Chairman
Martin to rethink his flat-fee plan. It is a de-facto tax increase of as much as $707 million for 43
million of low-volume, long-distance users in the U.S.

Please pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know that your

constituents have contacted you to oppose a USF numbers or flat-fee plan. Thank you for your
continued work. 1 look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely, MW é o%%%_)

LaVerne Lanker
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11465 168th Ave , Grand Haven, Michigan 49417

DOCKET FILE COPY ORIGIMA

April 06,2006 07:41 AM

FCC

Chairman Kevin J. Martin
445 12th Street, SW
Washington, DC 20554

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Mr. Martin:

You know, we're being taxed to death in every way possible. The worst are these hidden, sneaky
taxes.

I know that government types come up with other names for these charges and think we won't
notice, but we do.

STOP raising our taxes under whatever name you give them! Enough is enough!

Sincerely,

S MCoom&d—

Erin Coronel
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Stanley Lank

PO Box 191 35781 Hibbeln Road, Ontonagon, Michigan 49953-0191

April 06, 2006 11:57 AM

FCC

Chairman Kevin J Martin
445 12th St SW,
Washington, DC, 20554

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Levin:

As someone who is concerned about increased taxes and tetephone fees, I oppose Federal
Communications Commission (FCC) Chairman Kevin J. Martin's plans to change the way
monies are collected for the Universal Service Fund.

Chairman Martin is proposing a change in the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection
methodology from a "pay-for-what-you-use” system to a "monthly flat-fee." The flat-fee system
would result in forced phone bill hikes for me — and for millions of low-volume, long-distance
users in the U.S. Shifting the funding burden of the USF away from high volume users -- like
big businesses -- and placing the weight on low-volume users -- students, prepaid wireless users,
senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers-- is unfair. I urge Chairman
Martin to rethink his flat-fee plan. It is a de-facto tax increase of as much as $707 million for 43
million of low-volume, long-distance users in the U.S.

Please pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know that your
constituents have contacted you to oppose a USF numbers or flat-fee plan. Thank you for your
continued work. I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Singerely,

W

tanley Lanker
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